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PER CURI AM

George Christian, Sr., and Laura Christian appeal fromthe tax
court's order entered Novenber 28, 1994. The Christians' notice of
appeal, filed on June 15, 1995, is untinely. Section 7483 of the
I nt ernal Revenue Code provides that "[r]eview of a decision of the
tax court shall be obtained by filing a notice of appeal with the
Clerk of the Tax Court within 90 days after the decision of the Tax
Court is entered."” 26 U S.C. 8 7483 (1994); see also Fed. R App.
P. 13(a). The tinely filing of a notice of appeal is jurisdiction-

al. Davies v. Comm ssioner, 715 F.2d 435, 436 (9th Gr. 1983);

Robert Louis Stevenson Apartnments, Inc. v. Commi ssioner, 337 F. 2d

681 (8th Cir. 1964); Vibro Mg. Co. v. Commi ssioner, 312 F.2d 253,

254 (2d Cir. 1963). The Christians' notions to vacate did not ex-
tend the tinme to appeal the tax court's decision. Although atinely
notion to vacate or revise a decision under Rule 13(a) tolls the
time period for noting an appeal, successive post-deci sion notions
may not be tacked together to perpetuate the prescribed tinme for

appeal . COkon v. Comm ssioner, 26 F.3d 1025, 1026-27 (10th Cr.),

cert. denied, US _ , 115 S C. 583 (1994); see Fed. R App.

P. 13(a); Tax C. R 162. Accordingly, we dism ss the appeal for
| ack of jurisdiction. Inlight of this disposition, the Christians'
"Motion for Summary Judgnent Revi ew of Menorandum Sur order dated
2/ 17/ 88" is hereby denied. W di spense with oral argunent because

the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the



materials before the court and argunent would not aid the deci-

si onal process.
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